
	Name:
	UTTAR PRADESH JOURNAL OF ZOOLOGY

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_UPJOZ_4731

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	A comparative study on the antioxidant activity of some selected seaweeds using different methods  

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This study is of great importance in biological sciences as this compound reduces the oxidative stress at cellular level so prevent the chronic diseases in living beings
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Some selected
Using different methods

These two must be replaced by some suitable words

It make the title incomprehensible among the readers
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	It is well articulated
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. The researchers did not mentioned the specific name of the test used to check the antioxidant activity under each category of the assays performed, e.g. what test is used to determine the reducing power assay of antioxidant activity?
2. The further test need to performed to evaluate the antioxidant activity such as lipid peroxidation inhibition it is necessary to check the sample ability to prevent the oxidation of lipids and regarding its biological relevance, the cellular models and enzymes inhibition assays are used to performed such as total antioxidant capacity in cells and SOD activity etc.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The source cited are outdated in the methods of assay performed like DPPH, hydroxyl assay, superoxide radical assay etc.
The references used for the comparison of the study are also outdate. The study need to incorporate the new findings to compare their results and find some new methods to check the antioxidant activity using advanced technologies. Like GC, MS.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes, the English is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	It need for minor revision
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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